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T he MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence ""dress- 

The " APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

THE REPLY FILED Apr 25 ^ J ^™^. ab ^donment of this application. A proper reply to a final 
Therefore, * "J b eKto (1) a to" d amendment which places the application in condition for 

To^tilslS filed Notice o?Cal S appeal fee); or .3, a timely filed Repuest for Continued Exam.nat.on 
(RC E) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114^ ^ ^ ^ ^ <} ^ b)] 

a ) 53 The period for reply expires __3 months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) D ,n view o, the ear, submission o, the *°^ Z *^Z of IS ZZSttZSZ* f , 

S 0 ^^^^ SIX M0NTHS «° m *° mai,in9 da,a °* *" ,,nal 

Ext en si ::i e :; time may be obtained under 37 CFR ">%J^~^?££ ttlSZ^^S^!*, 
extension fee have been filed is the date for purposes ; of ^^^tfS.T&StaEt. of the shortened statutory period tor reply onmnally 



2. □ The proposed amendment.*! wi.l be entered upon the timely submission of a Notice of Appeal and Appeal Brief w.th 

requisite fees. 

3 □ The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 
* ,a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search. (See NOTE below); 
(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter. (See NOTE below); 

(C ) □ they are not deemed * place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or s.mphfy.ng the 

(d) □ thTp^ without cancel,in9 8 c0 ™ ndin9 numbef ° f fina!,Y rejeCt6d C,aimS ' 

NOTE: 



Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 




4. □ Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): 



5. □ Newly proposed or amended claim(s) 



would be allowable if submitted in a 



serrate, timely filed amendment cancelling the non-allowable claim(s). 
6 69 The a) □ affidavit, b) □ exhibit, or c) EO request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
application in condition for allowance because: 
See attached. 



7 . D The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly raised 

by the Examiner in the final rejection. 
8.69 For purposes of Appeal, the status of the claim.s) is as follows (see attached written explanation, if any): 

Claim(s) allowed: . — * 



Claim(s) objected to: 



Claim (s) rejected: 1-65 

9. □ The proposed drawing correction filed on 

10. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

11. □ Other: 



a)D has b)D has not been approved by the Examiner. 
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1 . This action is in response to the reconsideration after final filed on 4/25/02. 

2. In reconsideration filed on 2/19/02, the applicant did not argue about claims 16, 55-56 
and 62. Therefore, the examiner did not mention about the rejection of those claims in 
final action and maintained the same rejections for those claims as in first office action. 

3. The applicant argued that Batch et al fails to teach a user interface which is adapted to 
prompt input of process steps and potential selections associated with each of the process 
steps. 

As noted in the last office action, Batch et al teach prompting input of process steps is 
shown in column 4 line 50-67. Applicant argued that these are input answers, not input 
questions (page 4 line 11). Independent claims do not recite any thing about input 
questions. Column 4 line 60-65 shows that plurality of potential selectins associated with 
the process steps as claimed. 



CDAS 
5/14/02 




